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REMARKS 

Applicaail respcctftjiily rcqwsif? reconsideration of the present appllcsrtvon in view of the 
loregoing amendments and in view of (he reasons tli£»t follow. 

Claims L 2. 6, 9, 1 2. 1 4, and 20 are ctjrrently king amended. 

This amendment adds, changes aad/or deletes cTaims in this application. A detailed 
listing ofall claims that are, or wcrc, in xhe liipplicafionp irrtispective of whether the clmms remain 
under examination in ihc application. Is presented, wiUi an oppropriftt^ defined stattis identifier. 

After amending thi* claims as set forth above, claims I -4 and 6-20 are now pending in this 
application- 



In Section 2 of the OfTic^ Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1-4 imd 6-20 under 35 
U.S.C. § 10] as being directed to non-siatuiory subject imtter. The Examiner has recommended 
aiTiendmeiite of claims 1 , 9, and 3 4 to overcome ihc rejection. Applicant ha*s amended ciaiims 1 , 
9^ and 1 4 accordingJy, TlierefoTe, Applicant respecifuKy r^xiuosts that the rejecticHris under 35 
U.S.C. § 101 be wilhdraMr-n, 



In Section 3 of t!ie Office Action, the Kxamipcr najected claims 2-4 and 6-20 under 35 
U.S.C, § 112, firsl paragraph us failing co comply with the written description requirements. The 
Examiner indfcalxid thai "^thc claims contained subject matter which wos not described in the 
Specification In such a way lo reasonably convey to one iikilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor, at the time the application was filcd» had possession of the claimed invention. The lerm 
*st£iTKlard directive" is noi in the Specification.'' 

Alihougli Applicant docs not acquies&e rn the E>tomincr's itgeciion under 35 U.S-C § 
1 1 2, fir5it paragTEipb as Applicant betlevcs that the prior amendment m£iy be suppomed by the 
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present Specification, although nol explicitly. Applicant has aircnded claims 1, 2, 9» J2^, 14, and 
20 to clarify and to overcome ihe 35 U.S,C, g 1 12^ tjrst paragraph, written description 
requii^emeni rejection. Applicant has also amended the claim in view of the previously cited 
prior m and Applicant nespecifiiUy submits that the atrt dkl not sliow m editor that is configured 
to display the active segment of code in Hrjfit di$p|a>' color and the fnaclive segntent of code in a 
second display color^ different than ihe llrsi display color bas<jd on tha output of conditional 
stgibemcut or a conditional compilalion directive in the source code. Applicant respectfully 
siibmite tliat claim I , as Eimended- is therefore nllow^blc. Accordingly, claim 1 aiid its dependent 
claims are also allowable 



Similarly, AppUcant respectfblly submits that claim 9 has been amended to rectte 
^diSTtingidshing inactive segnicnts ofihe Murce code from active source code by dctcnrtuning the 
output of a conditional yiaiement or a conditional compilation direcii ve/' Accordingly, 
Applicani respectfully submits that the previously cited prior m does; not show such a Irmitotion. 
Therefore* Applicant rcspcctfii] ly submits that claim 9 and its dependent claims ore therefore 
allovv^bic. 

Further^ Applicant respectfully submits (.hat claim 14 recites ^"means for distinguishing 
active segments of code from inactive segments of code by determining the output of a 
conditional statement or a conditionxd compilgtign directive/' Applicant submits that the 
previously cited prior art docs not dfsclasc. teach, or suggest the claim limitatioris lu such a 
design system, Therefore, Applicajit rospccifully submits that claims 1 4 and tlicir respective 
dependent claims ai-c therefore allQwablc. 

Applicant believes that the present application is now in condition for allowance. 
Favorable reconsideration of the application as amended is respectfully requesicd. 



The Examiner is invited lo contact the undersigned by telephone if it is felt that a 
telephone interview wouid advance the prosecution of the prenent application. 
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The Commissioner is hereby authori?:cd to clwge any additional fees which may be 
required regarding tliis applicmion under 37 C.I-.R, §§ l.I6-l.l7,orcrcdit anyoverpaynwsrrtjtD 
Deposit Account No. 06- 1 447. Should no proper pf^tymem be enclosed herewith, as by a cbeit^ 
being in the wrong sunounL, unsigned, post-dated, olhenvisc improper or informal or even 
entirely mtssmg» the Commissioner is auihorized to cliarge the unpaid amount 10 Deposit 
Account No, 06- 1 447. If any extensions of time are needed for limely acceptance of papers 
submitted herewitl^ Applicant hereby petitions for such extension under 37 C.F.R- § 1 ,136 and 
awthori«es p^icm of any such extensions lees to Deposit Account No. 06-1447. 
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Respectfully sulqnitted. 



FOLEY A tARDNER 
Cusiomer Number! 34083 
Tclepbone: (4 1 4) 297-5750 
Facsimile: (414) 297-4900 



Alisutir K. Chan 
Auomey for Applicant 
R^istratjon No, 44,603 
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